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The evidence of the measure’s
reliability and validity is
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There is very strong
evidence that the measure
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Amenable to Targeted

Improvement

There are no evaluated
interventions that can drive
performance in the clinically
related area and that are
applicable to the level of
analysis.

There are minimally-evaluated
interventions that may drive
performance in the clinically
related area AND weak
evidence that the measure is
amendable to intervention at
the level of analysis.

The interventions that
demonstrate an impact on
patient outcomes in the clinically
related area have not
demonstrated direct correlation
with performance on the
measure.

There are interventions that
demonstrate an impact on
performance in the clinically
related area, but some have
not been evaluated at the
indicated level of analysis.

There is strong evidence
that targeted interventions
at the level of analysis can
drive performance in the
clinically related area.
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